
 
AGENDA 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF MONO 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Regular Meetings: The 
First, Second, and 
Third Tuesday of each 
month. Location of 
meeting is specified at 
far right. 

Regular Meeting 

MEETING LOCATION 
Board Chambers, 2nd 

Fl., County 
Courthouse, 278 Main 

St., Bridgeport, CA 
93517 

September 10, 2013 
   

     
TELECONFERENCE LOCATIONS: 1) First and Second Meetings of Each Month: 
Mammoth Lakes CAO Conference Room, 3rd Floor Sierra Center Mall, 452 Old 
Mammoth Road, Mammoth Lakes, California, 93546; 2) Third Meeting of Each Month: 
Mono County Courthouse, 278 Main, 2nd Floor Board Chambers, Bridgeport, CA 
93517. Board Members may participate from a teleconference location. Note: 
Members of the public may attend the open-session portion of the meeting from a 
teleconference location, and may address the board during any one of the 
opportunities provided on the agenda under Opportunity for the Public to Address the 
Board.  

NOTE: In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act if you need special 
assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the Clerk of the Board at (760) 
932-5534. Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the County to make 
reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting (See 42 USCS 
12132, 28CFR 35.130).  

Full agenda packets are available for the public to review in the Office of the Clerk of 
the Board (Annex I - 74 North School Street, Bridgeport, CA 93517), and in the County 
Offices located in Minaret Mall, 2nd Floor (437 Old Mammoth Road, Mammoth Lakes 
CA 93546). Any writing distributed less than 72 hours prior to the meeting will be 
available for public inspection in the Office of the Clerk of the Board (Annex I - 74 
North School Street, Bridgeport, CA 93517). ON THE WEB: You can view the 
upcoming agenda at www.monocounty.ca.gov. If you would like to receive an 
automatic copy of this agenda by email, please send your request to Lynda Roberts, 
Clerk of the Board: lroberts@mono.ca.gov. 

UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFIED BY TIME, ITEMS SCHEDULED FOR EITHER 
THE MORNING OR AFTERNOON SESSIONS WILL BE HEARD ACCORDING TO  

http://www.monocounty.ca.gov/
mailto:lroberts@mono.ca.gov


AVAILABLE TIME AND PRESENCE OF INTERESTED PERSONS. PUBLIC MAY 
COMMENT ON AGENDA ITEMS AT THE TIME THE ITEM IS HEARD. 

9:00 AM Call meeting to Order  

 Pledge of Allegiance 

 OPPORTUNITY FOR THE PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE BOARD on 
items of public interest that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of 
the Board. (Speakers may be limited in speaking time dependent upon 
the press of business and number of persons wishing to address the 
Board.) 

 CLOSED SESSION 

 BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
 
CLOSED SESSION WILL FOLLOW REGULAR MORNING SESSION. 

1a) Closed Session--Human Resources - CONFERENCE WITH LABOR 
NEGOTIATORS. Government Code Section 54957.6. Agency 
designated representative(s): Marshall Rudolph, John Vallejo, Leslie 
Chapman, Bill Van Lente, and Jim Leddy. Employee Organization(s): 
Mono County Sheriff's Officers Association (aka Deputy Sheriff's 
Association), Local 39--exclusive representative of Mono County Public 
Employees (MCPE) and Deputy Probation Officers Unit (DPOU), Mono 
County Paramedic Rescue Association (PARA), Mono County Public 
Safety Officers Association (PSO), and Mono County Sheriff 
Department’s Management Association (SO Mgmt). Unrepresented 
employees: All. 

 Additional Departments: County Administrator 

1b) Closed Session - Public Employment (Bill Van Lente) - PUBLIC 
EMPLOYMENT. Government Code section 54957. Title: Public Works 
Director. 

2)  
9:00 a.m. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 A. Approve minutes of the Regular Meeting held on August 13, 14, 15, 
2013. 

3)  BOARD MEMBER REPORTS 

The Board may, if time permits, take Board Reports at any time during 
the meeting and not at a specific time. 

Approximately 
10 Minutes 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 

4) CAO Report regarding Board Assignments 

http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4068&MeetingID=318
http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4121&MeetingID=318
http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4120&MeetingID=318
http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4120&MeetingID=318


Receive brief oral report by County Administrative Officer (CAO) 
regarding work activities. 

 

Approximately 
15 minutes 

DEPARTMENT REPORTS/EMERGING ISSUES 
(PLEASE LIMIT COMMENTS TO FIVE MINUTES EACH) 

Approximately 
5 minutes for 
Consent 
Items 

CONSENT AGENDA 
 

(All matters on the consent agenda are to be approved on one motion 
unless a board member requests separate action on a specific item.) 

 PUBLIC WORKS - ROAD DIVISION 

5a) Speed Limit Ordinance - Second Reading - Second reading of the 
proposed Speed Limit Ordinance. 

 Recommended Action: Adopt proposed Ordinance No.13-___, "An 
Ordinance of the Mono County Board of Supervisors Amending Sections 
11.12.030 and 11.12.040, and Adding Section 11.12.070 to, the Mono 
County Code Pertaining to Speed Limits."  

 Fiscal Impact: $1,000 or less to the Road Fund which is already included 
in the 2013-14 budget. 

 SOCIAL SERVICES 

6a) Amendment to Contract with County of Inyo Pertaining to Eastern Sierra 
Area Agency on Aging for a Reduction in Funds - Proposed contract 
amendment with the County of Inyo Eastern Sierra Area Agency on Aging 
pertaining to a reduction in funding for FY 2012-13 and FY 2013-14.  

 Recommended Action: Approve County entry into proposed contract 
amendment and authorize the Mono County CAO to execute said 
amendment on behalf of the County. Provide any desired direction to staff. 

 Fiscal Impact: Proposed contract amendment will decrease Mono County 
Senior Services revenue by $525 for FY 2012-13, and by $2,782 for FY 
2013-14.  

 CLERK OF THE BOARD 

7a) Reappointment to the First 5 Children and Families Commission - 
Reappointment of Stacey Adler, PhD to the First 5 Mono County Children 
and Families Commission. 

 Recommended Action: Reappoint Stacey Adler, PhD, Mono County 
Superintendent of Schools, to serve a subsequent three year term on the 
First 5 Commission expiring July 31, 2016. 

 Fiscal Impact: None. 

 FINANCE  

 Additional Departments: Bridgeport Fire Dept. 

http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4103&MeetingID=318
http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4061&MeetingID=318
http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4061&MeetingID=318
http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4112&MeetingID=318


8a) Bridgeport Fire Department Financial Audit (Leslie Chapman) - Bridgeport 
Fire Department requests a waiver of the annual audit requirement to be 
replaced by a biennial audit in accordance with Government Code Section 
26909. 

 Recommended Action: Waive the annual audit requirement and replace 
it with a biennial audit by unanimous vote of the Board. 

 Fiscal Impact: None to the County, cost of the audit is paid by Bridgeport 
Fire Department. 

 REGULAR AGENDA 

 CORRESPONDENCE RECEIVED 
(INFORMATIONAL) 
All items listed are available for review and are located in the Office of the 
Clerk of the Board 

 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT - PLANNING DIVISION 

9a) 
 
40 minutes 
(20 minute 
presentation, 
20 minute 
discussion) 

Workshop on the Cumulative Impacts of Proposed Endangered Species 
(Wendy Sugimura, Dr. James Paulus, Consulting Biologist) - Workshop 
regarding proposals to list and designate critical habitat for the Sierra 
Nevada yellow-legged frog and Yosemite toad, and upcoming decision 
regarding listing of the Bi-State sage grouse 

 Recommended Action: 1. Provide feedback and direction for developing 
comments on the proposed listing and critical habitat designation for the 
Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog and Yosemite toad. 2. Provide any 
desired direction to staff regarding Bi-State Sage Grouse potential listing. 

 Fiscal Impact: None at this time. 

 FINANCE  

10a) 
 
1 Hour (15 
min. 
presentation, 
45 min. 
discussion) 

A87 Cost Plan Workshop (Leslie Chapman) - Presentation by Leslie 
Chapman regarding the County Cost Plan (A-87 charges) and possible 
alternatives for cost allocations. 

 Recommended Action: Request the Board hears presentation, considers 
alternatives as presented and give direction to staff for future allocation 
methods and procedures. 

 Fiscal Impact: None at this time. 
 
 

http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4113&MeetingID=318
http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4107&MeetingID=318
http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4114&MeetingID=318


OPPORTUNITY FOR THE PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE BOARD on 
items of public interest that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the 
Board. (Speakers may be limited in speaking time dependent upon the 
press of business and number of persons wishing to address the Board.) 
 
******************************  
12:00 P.M. TO 2:00 P.M. 
CLOSED SESSION 
THERE WILL BE NO AFTERNOON SESSION 
******************************  

 ADJOURNMENT 

 §§§§§ 

 



 
 
OFFICE OF THE CLERK 
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  

REGULAR AGENDA REQUEST 
 Print 

 MEETING DATE September 10, 2013 DEPARTMENT Board of Supervisors

ADDITIONAL 
DEPARTMENTS

TIME REQUIRED PERSONS 
APPEARING 
BEFORE THE 
BOARD 

SUBJECT Closed Session--Human Resources

AGENDA DESCRIPTION:
(A brief general description of what the Board will hear, discuss, consider, or act upon) 

CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS. Government Code Section 54957.6. Agency designated representative(s): 
Marshall Rudolph, John Vallejo, Leslie Chapman, Bill Van Lente, and Jim Leddy. Employee Organization(s): Mono County 
Sheriff's Officers Association (aka Deputy Sheriff's Association), Local 39--exclusive representative of Mono County Public 

Employees (MCPE) and Deputy Probation Officers Unit (DPOU), Mono County Paramedic Rescue Association (PARA), Mono 
County Public Safety Officers Association  (PSO), and Mono County Sheriff Department’s Management Association (SO 

Mgmt).  Unrepresented employees:  All. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

FISCAL IMPACT:

CONTACT NAME: 

PHONE/EMAIL:  / 

SUBMIT THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT WITH  
ATTACHMENTS TO THE OFFICE OF  

THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR  
PRIOR TO 5:00 P.M. ON THE FRIDAY  

32 DAYS PRECEDING THE BOARD MEETING 

SEND COPIES TO:   

MINUTE ORDER REQUESTED:

 YES  NO gfedc gfedcb

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

No Attachments Available

 



 History

 Time Who Approval

 8/14/2013 8:35 AM County Administrative Office Yes

 9/4/2013 3:29 PM County Counsel Yes

 8/14/2013 8:26 AM Finance Yes

 



 
 
OFFICE OF THE CLERK 
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  

REGULAR AGENDA REQUEST 
 Print 

 MEETING DATE September 10, 2013 DEPARTMENT Board of Supervisors

ADDITIONAL 
DEPARTMENTS

County Administrator

TIME REQUIRED PERSONS 
APPEARING 
BEFORE THE 
BOARD 

Bill Van Lente

SUBJECT Closed Session - Public Employment

AGENDA DESCRIPTION:
(A brief general description of what the Board will hear, discuss, consider, or act upon) 

PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT. Government Code section 54957. Title: Public Works Director. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

FISCAL IMPACT:

CONTACT NAME: Bill Van Lente

PHONE/EMAIL: (760) 932-5413 / bvanlente@mono.ca.gov

SUBMIT THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT WITH  
ATTACHMENTS TO THE OFFICE OF  

THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR  
PRIOR TO 5:00 P.M. ON THE FRIDAY  

32 DAYS PRECEDING THE BOARD MEETING 

SEND COPIES TO:   

MINUTE ORDER REQUESTED:

 YES  NO gfedc gfedcb

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

No Attachments Available

 History

 Time Who Approval

 9/4/2013 6:23 PM County Administrative Office Yes

 9/4/2013 6:15 PM County Counsel Yes

 Finance 

 

 



 
 
OFFICE OF THE CLERK 
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  

REGULAR AGENDA REQUEST 
 Print 

 MEETING DATE September 10, 2013 DEPARTMENT Clerk of the Board

ADDITIONAL 
DEPARTMENTS

TIME REQUIRED PERSONS 
APPEARING 
BEFORE THE 
BOARD 

SUBJECT Board Minutes

AGENDA DESCRIPTION:
(A brief general description of what the Board will hear, discuss, consider, or act upon) 

A.  Approve minutes of the Regular Meeting held on August 13, 14, 15, 2013. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

FISCAL IMPACT:

CONTACT NAME: Shannon Kendall

PHONE/EMAIL: x5533 / skendall@mono.ca.gov

SUBMIT THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT WITH  
ATTACHMENTS TO THE OFFICE OF  

THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR  
PRIOR TO 5:00 P.M. ON THE FRIDAY  

32 DAYS PRECEDING THE BOARD MEETING 

SEND COPIES TO:   

MINUTE ORDER REQUESTED:

 YES  NO gfedc gfedcb

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

 Draft 08 13 14 15 

 History

 Time Who Approval

 9/4/2013 11:52 AM Clerk of the Board Yes

 

 



DRAFT MINUTES 
August 13, 14, 15, 2013 
Page 1 of 15 

Note 
These draft meeting minutes have not yet been approved by the Mono County Board of Supervisors 

 
 

DRAFT MEETING MINUTES 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF MONO 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA  

Regular Meetings: The 
First, Second, and Third 
Tuesday of each month. 
Location of meeting is 
specified at far right. 

Regular Meeting  

MEETING LOCATION 
Board Chambers, 2nd 

Fl., County Courthouse, 
278 Main St., 

Bridgeport, CA 93517 
August 13, 14, 15, 2013  

   

    

Flash Drive #1002, 1003 

Minute Orders M13-182 

Resolutions R13-62  to R13-65 

Ordinance Ord13-04 – NOT USED 
 

9:02 AM Meeting Called to Order by Chairman Hunt. 
 
Supervisors Present:  Alpers, Fesko, Hunt, Johnston and Stump. 
Supervisors Absent:  None. 

  Pledge of Allegiance led by Chairman Hunt. 

  OPPORTUNITY FOR THE PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE BOARD 
No one spoke. 

 Closed Session:  9:03 a.m. 
Break: 10:30 a.m. 
Reconvene: 10:35 a.m. 
Lunch: 12:17 p.m. 
Break: 3:21 p.m. 
Reconvene: 3:29 p.m. 
Adjourn: 6:42 p.m. on 8/14/13 
 

CLOSED SESSION 
There was nothing to report out of closed session. 

  BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

1a) Closed Session--Human Resources - CONFERENCE WITH LABOR 
NEGOTIATORS. Government Code Section 54957.6. Agency designated 
representative(s): Marshall Rudolph, John Vallejo, Leslie Chapman and Jim 
Leddy. Employee Organization(s): Mono County Sheriff's Officers Association 
(aka Deputy Sheriff's Association), Local 39--majority representative of Mono 
County Public Employees (MCPE) and Deputy Probation Officers Unit 
(DPOU), Mono County Paramedic Rescue Association (PARA), Mono County 
Public Safety Officers Association  (PSO), and Mono County Sheriff 

http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=3961&MeetingID=316
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Note 
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Department’s Management Association (SO Mgmt).  Unrepresented 
employees:  All.  

  OPPORTUNITY FOR THE PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE BOARD 
No one spoke.  

2)  APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
None  

3)  BOARD MEMBER REPORTS 
Supervisor Alpers: 

 Attended June Lake Fireman’s picnic; very large.  Sense of contentment around the 
locals 

Supervisor Fesko: 

 No report. 
Supervisor Hunt: 

 No report. 
Supervisor Johnston: 

 Attended LTC Meeting; working on strategic planning process. 
Supervisor Stump: 

 The Chalfant Mercantile is open for business and food. 

 COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 

4) CAO Report regarding Board Assignments 
Receive brief oral report by County Administrative Officer (CAO) regarding 
work activities. 
Jim Leddy: 

 Spent all last week preparing for this week of budget hearings. 

 Special meeting for the potential Assessor appointment is scheduled for Thursday 
morning. 

 Will be meeting with BLM. 

 Met with Douglas County Administrator to discuss collaborating counties where/when 
possible.  Better ways to enhance North County services.  

 Spoke with Fresno County and Tuolumne CAO’s, they are coming out of a major 
budget crunches. 

 

 DEPARTMENT REPORTS/EMERGING ISSUES  
 Nathan Reade, Agriculture Department (replacing George Milovich): 

 The partnerships in place between Mono and Inyo are extremely beneficial; he looks 
forward to serving board and continuing the partnership that’s been built up. 

 New MOU in place with the Mammoth Lakes Mosquito Abatement District. 

 Marshall Rudolph:  We have a shared MOU with Inyo for the Agriculture Commissioner.  
Wondering whether this board needs to formally appoint Nate at this end.  He will 
check. 

Scott Burns: 

 At Local Transportation Meeting yesterday, reviewed new allocation estimates for Mono 
County.  Came in higher than expected. 

 Association of Environmental Professional Conference coming up in Mammoth Lakes. 
September 26-27, may have some information valuable to Supervisors. 

 Wendy Sugimura – travelled to Sonora to attend hearing regarding frogs.  This was not 
a formal congressional hearing.  Sierra Nevada Yellow Legged Frog and the Yosemite 
Toad are only two species that affect Mono County.  Mono County’s issues will be quite 
a bit different than other counties.  She had productive conversations with Inyo and US 
Fish and Wildlife Service. 
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 Supervisor Fesko:  maps regarding frog issues that were given out didn’t seem very 
accurate; would like better maps. To Nate with Agriculture Department: he may need to 
take a stand on this issue at some point.   

 Supervisor Stump:  Asked Wendy about Dr. James Paulus to look at this from a 
biological and scientific standpoint. 

 Supervisor Johnston:  would Inyo be willing to assist us with Dr. Paulus studies? 
(Wendy:  John Hart and Elaine Cabala from Inyo attended meeting as well.) 

 
 

 CONSENT AGENDA 

(All matters on the consent agenda are to be approved on one motion 
unless a board member requests separate action on a specific item.) 

  PUBLIC WORKS - SOLID WASTE DIVISION 

5a) CalRecycle Grant Authorization - A Resolution of the Mono County Board of 
Supervisors authorizing the Public Works Director to apply for CalRecycle 
grants, and enter into related grant agreements for a period of five years.  

R13-62 Action:  Adopt proposed resolution #R13 – 62, authorizing the Public Works 
Director to apply for CalRecycle grants, and enter into related grant agreements 
for a period of five years.  
Johnston moved; Fesko seconded 
Vote:  5 yes; 0 no 
 
Supervisor Fesko: 

 Asked for clarification regarding time period. 

  COUNTY COUNSEL 

6a) Deputy County Counsel Employment Agreement - Proposed resolution 
approving an employment agreement with Christian Milovich and prescribing 
the compensation, appointment, and conditions of said employment.  Ms. 
Milovich would be employed as a Deputy County Counsel I, filling a vacancy in 
an existing deputy position.  

R13-63 Action:  Adopt Resolution R13-63, approving an employment agreement with 
Christian Milovich and prescribing the compensation, appointment, and 
conditions of said employment.  
Johnston moved; Fesko seconded 
Vote:  5 yes; 0 no 
Marshall Rudolph: 

 Board has indicated approval to bring on Christian Milovich into the County Counsel’s 
office.  It was a very competitive process; lots of candidates to choose from. 

 Her main experience is in Immigration Law; not a problem.  They bring people in at 
entry level all the time.  She will start September 9

th
.  

6b) Employment Agreement Amendment (Johnson) - Proposed Resolution 
approving an agreement and first amendment to agreement re employment of 
Richard Johnson.  

R13-64 Action:  Adopt Resolution R13-64, approving an agreement and first 

http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4042&MeetingID=316
http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4057&MeetingID=316
http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4056&MeetingID=316
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amendment to agreement re employment of Richard Johnson.  
Johnston moved; Fesko seconded 
Vote:  5 yes; 0 no 
 

 REGULAR AGENDA 

 CORRESPONDENCE RECEIVED (INFORMATIONAL) 

All items listed are available for review and are located in the Office of the Clerk of the Board 

  CLERK OF THE BOARD 

7a) No Correspondence  
******************************* 

  BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

8a) 
 
 

Resolution of Appreciation for Mary Booher (Board of Supervisors) -
 Resolution of Appreciation recognizing Mary Booher for her years of service.  

M13-182 Action:  Approve and present resolution. 
Johnston moved; Fesko seconded 
Vote:  5 yes; 0 no 
Supervisor Hunt: 

 Read and presented resolution to Mary Booher. 

  SOCIAL SERVICES 

  Additional Departments: Behavioral Health and Public Health 

9a) 
 
 

Affordable Care Act: Implementation in Mono County (Kathy Peterson, 
Social Services; Robin Roberts, Behavioral Health; Hilary Bayliss, Public 
Health) - Workshop regarding Affordable Care Act (ACA) implementation in 
Mono County, by Kathy Peterson, Social Services; Robin Roberts, Behavioral 
Health; and Hilary Bayliss, Public Health.  Presentation will describe the 
expanded role of Mono County Health and Human Service Departments in 
educating, enrolling, and serving eligible county residents under the ACA, and 
in implementing this aspect of the law.  Description of activities already 
underway and needed action from Board to help meet the challenge of health 
care reform implementation.  

 Action:  None.  
Kathy Peterson (Powerpoint, copy kept on file with today’s agenda folder): 
HEALTH CARE REFORM & AFFORDABLE CARE ACT IN MONO COUNTY: 

 Affordable Care Act Basics 
o ACA Implementation 
o Medi-Cal Expansion 
o Tax Subsidy Exchange-Based Coverage 
o Affordable Care Act Estimates, Medi-Cal Expansion and Tax Subsidy 

Exchange-Based Coverage (Mono County vs. Statewide) 

 Department Operations 
o Social Services 
o Behavioral Health 

http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4072&MeetingID=316
http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4060&MeetingID=316
http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4013&MeetingID=316
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o Public Health 
o 2014 Operations – Phone Network 
o Operations – Culture Change for All 

 Expectations & Challenges 
o New way of doing business; new language 
o Outreach Strategies 
o Key Challenges 

 Implementation Activities 
o Hiring new staff for Social Services and Behavioral Health 
o Training staff 
o Prepping facilities and technology 
o Implement policy and business process changes 
o Respond to unfolding information and short timeframes 
o New Vision 

 Other comments: 
o She’s most concerned with the rule changes; making sure her staff has the 

tools they need to serve residents.  There’s complexity in this. 
o In case constituents ask who HAS to purchase coverage, she has a one page 

handout. 
Francie Evitia (Eligibility Supervisor): 

 Regulations still in the works and are changing to make certain things easier. 

 Nothing can be put into the system until January 1
st
. 

Robin Roberts (Behavioral Health): 

 There hasn’t been a lot of guidance; she feels proud that these departments have 
stepped up to figure out and prepare for the implementation of this. 

 Social Services will be impacted hardest in the beginning; but if her caseload increases 
by 50% it’s going to be a big issue. 

 She thinks her office will feel the brunt more by March. 
Supervisor Hunt: 

 Sounds like they are preparing well; how sustainable is this? 
Supervisor Johnston: 

 Great job on preparing for this; he understands there will be glitches but this is going in 
the right direction. 

 Maybe we won’t need a new jail right away with all the collaboration going on. 
Supervisor Alpers: 

 Asked what biggest concern might be with this? 
Supervisor Stump: 

 Teamwork shown getting in front of this will make being a resident of Mono County a 
good thing. 

  PROBATION 

10a) Approval of Memorandum of Understanding with Division of Juvenile 
Justice (Karin Humiston) - Proposed resolution approving a Memorandum of 
Understanding with the California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation 
(CDCR) Division of Juvenile Justice (FY 2013-14).  

R13-65 Action:  Adopt proposed resolution #R13-65, approving a Memorandum of 
Understanding with the CDCR Division of Juvenile Justice for FY 2013-14.  
Alpers moved; Johnston seconded 
Vote:  5 yes; 0 no 
Marshall Rudolph: 

 This was moved from last week’s agenda; he’s happy to say that as of yesterday 
afternoon, we got the correct MOU with the changes to implement today. 

 Explained changes; County Counsel is fine with the current draft. 

http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4037&MeetingID=316
http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4037&MeetingID=316
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  PUBLIC WORKS - SOLID WASTE DIVISION 

11a) 
 
 

Formation of a Solid Waste Advisory Group (Tony Dublino, Jim Leddy) -
 Presentation by Tony Dublino and Jim Leddy regarding update on Solid Waste 
issue and the possible formation of a Solid Waste Advisory Group.  

 Action: None.  
Tony Dublino: 

 Here for a discussion on a formation of a Solid Waste Advisory group, based on 
previous board direction. 

 There was some discussion as to whether or not the Solid Waste Task Force could do 
this; it was decided it should only be elected officials on the Advisory Group. 

 Wants to elevate the conversation about this.  He thinks having designated reps from 
our board and the Town Council would be very beneficial. 

 We’re under a legal requirement to have a task force in place.  He sees this new group 
as being able to make budgetary and policy decisions the task force cannot make. 

Jim Leddy: 

 The Advisory Group would work more on policy issues; relying on the task force to deal 
with more of the technical aspects, not direction of policy. 

 This is to have a better conversation format. 

 The idea is that the Advisory Group would bring in appropriate interests as needed. 

 Really about education, showing public the challenges ahead, getting questions 
answered. 

 He can speak with Town Manager on how this was received at Council level. 

 He will work with Supervisor Johnston and the Town first to draft something up. Maybe 
the September 3

rd
 meeting. 

Supervisor Fesko: 

 Would like clarification as to how the groups would operate – why have two? 

 He’s not sure the current task force works the way Jim sees it working. 

 Having sat on the task force before, there didn’t seem to be much “power” to do 
anything.  Not much got accomplished. 

 This new group would not have any control over the Solid Waste Enterprise Fund? 

 Likes the idea of Advisory Group going away once discussions/issues get rolling. 
Supervisor Johnston: 

 Initially the task force was not objective; some people got kicked off. 

 We are different than Sonoma County; here we only have two jurisdictions.  He feels it 
needs to be more of a blue ribbon approach. 

 Should be comprised of people who don’t have financial ties. 

 All of this evolved out of the MERF issue. 
Supervisor Stump: 

 He finds Supervisor Johnston’s idea interesting.  Curious as to how much engagement 
we’d get? 

 He’d like to revisit this and look logistically at how it would function?  Could we get 
enough stakeholders to the table? 

Supervisor Hunt: 

 He thinks having public meetings and making it public process would be beneficial; he 
does think having four elected officials on board would be useful. 

 In the past he’s felt a bit in the dark with the Town’s position. 

 Maybe a simple committee on a temporary basis. 
Supervisor Alpers: 

 Asked for a possible motion from Supervisor Johnston to get a group organized. 

 *************************** 
LUNCH 
*************************** 

http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4041&MeetingID=316
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OPPORTUNITY FOR THE PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE BOARD 
No one spoke.  

  FINANCE  

12a) 
 
 

Budget Workshop (Leslie Chapman, Finance Director, Jim Leddy, CAO, 
Department heads and fiscal staff) - Presentation by Jim Leddy and Leslie 
Chapman with subsequent discussion regarding budget status to date, along 
with input from departments and opportunity for the Board to ask questions, 
consider alternatives and provide input for development of the 2013-2014 final 
budget.  Budget workshop documents can be accessed online: 
http://monocounty.ca.gov/auditor/page/auditor-controller-budgets 

 Action:  None.  
Jim Leddy, CAO (Budget Kickoff): 

 He thanked staff for their efforts.  This is a bridge between how the county used to 
conduct business to how they are going to HAVE to conduct business. 

POWERPOINT (to be uploaded to the web): 

 Economic Overview 

 Property Tax Trends (2001-2013) 

 Mono County Property Tax Dollar 

 Mono County FY 2013-2014 Recommended Budget ($63.18 million) 

 Total Budget Sources 

 Total Budget Uses 

 Total Budget Trends 

 General Fund Sources 

 General Fund Uses 

 General Fund Trends 

 County Staffing Trends 

 General Fund Reserves 

 County Liabilities – Unmet Needs 

 General Fund Policy Items 

 Non-General Policy Items 

 FY 2013-2014 Recommended Budget Proposes 

 What Recommended Budget does not do 

 Long View Required to Strengthen Mono County – Strategic Planning Must Continue 

 Budget Development – Looking Forward 

 Next Steps 
 
Board Comments: 
Supervisor Stump: 

 This is the best put together budget he’s ever seen for Mono County.  It’s clear and laid 
out well. 

  Asked when Prop.172 gets discussed? 
Supervisor Hunt: 

 This budget goes to a larger degree of detail.  He very much appreciates it.  

 Part of our job as Supervisors is education and this budget helps. 
Supervisor Fesko: 

 He agrees with previous comments; feels this budget is a step in the right direction. 

 He was always under the impression that the Reserves were for the budget problems.   

 We should’ve taken steps in the past to alleviate the steps we’re taking now. 

 A87 Costs – why the different categories? 
Supervisor Johnston: 

 He agrees the budget is well done; he will have some issues to discuss when the time 

http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=3950&MeetingID=316
http://monocounty.ca.gov/auditor/page/auditor-controller-budgets
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comes up. 

 Reserve funds were used to bail out the Solid Waste fund.  This was because the board 
at that time was unwilling to create a Solid Waste fund that dealt with its mean.  So, the 
Reserves continued to be drained. 

 Reserves for “reserves sake” doesn’t do anybody any good. 

 Needs to be a balance between what we use and what we use it for. The goal is to 
provide services for the public.  Period. 

 Asked about Carb policy item discussion. 

 Overtime has caught his attention – when will this be discussed? 

 State Controller issues a report yearly – what counties/cities spend on personnel.  
There are 58 in the state – why are we 9

th
 highest in the state? 

 Car Allowance Issue. 
Supervisor Alpers: 

 He agrees it’s a great document; appreciates the sections about public meetings and 
how their input has been incorporated. 

 He feels the public could actually understand it. 

 How long will it take to rebuild the reserves? 

 Asked when public addresses budgetary needs? 
Leslie Chapman: 

 Reserves can be used for operations one time a year; after that it’s only for 
emergencies. 

 Currently there is a policy that we will try to have 15% in our reserve fund. 

 She can do an analysis about why we’re number #9 in compensation. 

 Prop. 172 – she’d like it discussed with policy items. 

 A87 Costs – Last year included in middle of services/supplies.  She wanted stronger 
controls into the computer system.  Had to be taken out of that category to get controls 
in place to work correctly. 

 
Department Heads 
The following Department Heads came before the board and summarized and answered 
questions about their budgets: 

 Ralph Obenberger - Sheriff (Boating, Court Security, Emergency Services, Jail, Search 
and Rescue, Sheriff Operating Budget). 

o General questions about overtime budget; request from Board to poll a couple 
other counties to see what percentage they spend on overtime. 

o Asked to look into using reserve officers as backfill. Also, what is the benefit to 
using extra deputies vs. overtime? 

 Tim Kendall – D.A. (District Attorney Operating, Victim Witness, Drug Task Force). 
o Asked how much the D.A.’s office has had to spend due to MLPD cutbacks 

(bring numbers back). 
o Asked about success with Diversion Program (bring numbers back). 
o Overtime discussion – only 1% of budget; how does this compare with other 

counties? 
o Leslie Chapman – discussion about proposed CalMMET monies and 

recommendation against requested contract Investigator. FTS request 
discussion. 

 Karin Humiston – Probation (Adult Probation, Juvenile Probation) 
o Asked about overtime budget. 
o Violent repeat offenders? (Bring back stats later.) 

 Lynda Roberts – Clerk/Recorder (Board of Supervisors, Clerk/Recorder General, 
Elections) 

 Aimee Brewster – Assessor 
o Discussion about requested FTS position. 

 Angelle Nolan – Animal Control (Animal Control General, South County Animal Control) 
o Proposing that Nancy Boardman’s position be eliminated.   
o Asked about staffing levels. 
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o Asked about overtime budget. 

 Marshall Rudolph – County Counsel 

 Tom Perry – Community Development (Building Inspector) 
o Asked about General Fund monies in relation to fees. 
o Waiver of fees discussion 

 Scott Burns – Community Development (Code Enforcement, Housing Development, 
LAFCO, Planning Commission, Planning & Transportation) 

o Housing money discussion; maybe have a semi-annual Housing Authority 
meeting? 

o LAFCO needs a rep from anywhere north of Mammoth. 
o There’s not enough fire power with all the monies coming in; an intern position 

has been requested. 
o Mary Booher’s position, very important to be replaced. 

 Dan Lyster – Economic Development (Conway Ranch, Economic Development 
General, Fish Enhancement, Fish & Game, Conway Ranch, Tourism) 

o $5,000 additional money discussion. 
o Any way to cut back on the $200,000 budget? (Would have to go to the 

Tourism Commission to see where cutbacks could possibly be made.) 
o Discussion about June Lake funds, fees. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
9:00 AM 

8/13/13 Meeting ended at 6:06 p.m. 
 
ADJOURN TO 9:00 AM WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 14, 2013. 
 

ADJOURNED REGULAR MEETING 
AUGUST 14, 2013, 9:00 AM 

Board Chambers, 2nd Fl., County Courthouse, 278 Main St.,  
Bridgeport, CA 93517 

 
Meeting Called to Order by Chairman Hunt. 
 
Pledge of Allegiance by Supervisor Stump. 
 
Break:  10:20 a.m. 
Reconvene:  10:30 a.m. 
Break:  12:18 p.m. 
Reconvene for Working Lunch:  12:22 p.m. 
Break: 12:58 p.m. 
Reconvene:  1:05 p.m. 
Break: 2:58 p.m. 
Reconvene:  3:07 
Adjourn: 6:42 p.m. 

 
OPPORTUNITY FOR THE PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE BOARD  
Ralph Lockhart (June Lake): 

 Funding for Economic Development; revisiting what was done last year for June Lake. 

 He has some interesting, palatable suggestions. 

 Not just about June Lake – about how to increase TOT sales tax in entire county. It’s 
about economic future of Mono County. 

 Last year they were given $100,000 from the board; detailed what money was spent on. 

 Suggests reallocating funds again but in a different way.  Idea is allocate $100,000 for 
specific things that will help in the future.  Continuing events from last year, a visitor’s 
guide, PR firm, based on where TOT comes from. In this case, June might get ½ 
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because they generate a lot of TOT. 

 Two things that offer potential for future: recently got a buyer for the Rodeo Grounds 
and the Mammoth based land exchange. 

 Discussed things to spend allocated money on. 

 Important to makes sure public is aware that June is opening this winter and of all the 
other things being offered. 

 All of this is investment to future economic growth. 

 Trying to grow TOT tax basis; he feels for other communities too. 

 Winter Festival and the Snowmobile Rally top two events from last year. 
SUPERVISOR COMMENTS: 
Supervisor Stump: 

 Agrees with some of what Ralph said but thinks he needs to get some of his figures 
straight. 

 He’s not for or against money for June; there are just a lot of other priorities needed 
now.   

 His job is to speak for his District. 
Supervisor Johnston: 

 It appears as if the Town of Mammoth Lakes is putting a lot of money into marketing; 
won’t there be spinoff for June? 

Supervisor Alpers: 

 What are top two events planned for this winter? 
Supervisor Hunt: 

 Suggested putting in a request for funding for certain events NOW for this year’s 
funding allocations. 

Supervisor Fesko: 

 He is impressed with what June Lake did with the money last year and it wasn’t just 
from the money the Board allocated. 

 He has to look out for his constituents; we need to look at overall increase throughout 
the county, not just June.   

 Would love to see the $40,000 request go up to $100,000; doesn’t know where the 
money would come from. 

Connie Black (Double Eagle): 

 Sale of Rodeo Grounds is huge thing for entire county; buyer very open to potential that 
is there. This should be a focal point to expanding economic development.  We need to 
assist this developer. 

Leslie Chapman: 

 Just wanted to make sure Ralph knows that there is a program where the Board does 
contribute money to different organizations each year; the Board usually has $75,000 
allocated. 
 

 
FINANCE 

  Additional Departments: County Administrator's Office 

12b) 
 
 

Continuation of Budget Workshop (Leslie Chapman, Jim Leddy, Department 
Heads and fiscal staff) - Presentation by Leslie Chapman, Jim Leddy, 
Department Heads and fiscal staff regarding the continuation of August 13 
budget workshop with the Board to provide information, consider budget options 
and get Board direction in anticipation of finalizing the 2013-2014 County 
Budget. Budget workshop documents can be accessed online: 
http://monocounty.ca.gov/auditor/page/auditor-controller-budgets 

 Action:  None. 
 

http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4064&MeetingID=316
http://monocounty.ca.gov/auditor/page/auditor-controller-budgets
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Department Heads 
The following Department Heads came before the board and summarized and answered 
questions about their budgets.  Board members provided direction as necessary. 

 Mary Booher – Public Works (Public Works, Airports, Zones of Benefit, Motor Pool, 
Road Department) 

o Board concerned about work load; specifically, Garrett is stretched very thin in 
his position. Getting Public Works Director position filled will help address this. 

o Fleet discussion. To be brought back as workshop. 

 Joe Blanchard – Public Works (Campgrounds, Capital Improvement, Cemeteries, 
Facilities) 

o Discussion about campground fees. 
o Discussion about heavy vehicle replacement; CARB compliance. 
o Mike Curti addressed board as a Special District – there are many vehicles that 

cannot be replaced as Carb compliant in his district. 

12c) 
 
 

Property Tax Administration Fees Workshop and Comment Period (Leslie 
Chapman, Finance Director) - Presentation by Leslie Chapman regarding Mono 
County Policy pertaining to Annual Reporting of Property Tax Administration 
Fees, and subsequent public comment period.  

 Action:  None.  
Leslie Chapman: 
(Powerpoint, copy to be posted online): 

 Background 

 Process 

 Summary of Changes 

 Allocation Procedure 

 Refunds – 2012/2013 

 Additional information (Mono County Property Tax Administration Allocation) 
Other comments: 

 Approximately $300,000 of this is A87 costs. 

 What is the result Supervisors are looking for? 
Supervisor Stump: 

 Asked about Assessor’s functions with or without special districts.  

 Wanted to know what figure represents additional time and effort required to carve out 
property taxes due and distribute that money to the special districts?  He’s never had 
this question answered directly. 

 A87 charges that get wrapped into the Admin fee – part of this money is A87 charges. 
How much?  Feels something is wrong with this picture. 

 He thinks the A87 workshop needs to occur – maybe charge less A87 fees?  

 He supports the refunds for the six smallest fire districts. 

 Mammoth Fire has provided OES Fire Rescue function for free. 
Supervisor Hunt: 

 Never a question how valuable fire districts are.  Question is, why so many variables?  
Marshall Rudolph: 

 Methodology of this particular fee is mandated by statute.  It says you “shall” charge the 
fee. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

PUBLIC COMMENTS: 
Mike Curti, Antelope Valley Fire Protection District: 

 Thanked Board for last year’s refund.  Every dollar goes into equipment to help fire 
districts respond in order to save property and lives.  And fuel. 

Brent Harper, Mammoth Lakes Fire Protection District: 

 Thanked Board for refund given last year. 

 Spoke about property taxes paid; about services they provide. 

http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4065&MeetingID=316
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12d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 His view similar to Supervisor Stumps – the A87 costs need to be figured out.   

 
**************************** 
NO LUNCH, CONTINUED WORKING 

**************************** 
 
OPPORTUNITY FOR THE PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE BOARD 
No one spoke.  

 
FINANCE 
 
Additional Departments: County Administrator's Office 
 
Continuation of Budget Workshop (Leslie Chapman, Jim Leddy, Department 
Heads and fiscal staff) - Presentation by Leslie Chapman, Jim Leddy, 
Department Heads and fiscal staff regarding the continuation of August 13 
budget workshop with the Board to provide information, consider budget options 
and get Board direction in anticipation of finalizing the 2013-2014 County 
Budget. Budget workshop documents can be accessed online: 
http://monocounty.ca.gov/auditor/page/auditor-controller-budgets 
 
Action:  None. 
 
CONTINUED THROUGH LUNCH, AFTER PROPERTY TAX ADMIN. 
DISCUSSION 
Department Heads 
The following Department Heads came before the board and summarized and answered 
questions about their budgets.  Board members provided direction as necessary. 

 Tony Dublino – Solid Waste  
o Fund discussion.  Specifics to be brought back with Final Budget approval. 

 Nate Greenberg – Information Services 

 Hillary Bayliss, Pat McGee - Public Health (Public Health, Emergency Preparedness, 
Tobacco Control) 

o A87 cost concern.  Bring back mid-year? 

 Mary Booher – Public Health (Emergency Medical Services) 
o Overtime discussion. 
o Needs for Paramedics in District 2. 
o Requested change in the budget First Responder money is coming from. 
o Need workshop with Dr. Johnson to decipher how much ICEMA really does for 

us. 

 Kathy Peterson – Social Services (Aid Dept., General Relief, Senior Programs, Social 
Services General, Workforce Investment Act, WRAP-Foster Care) 

o Requested a mid-year review of Senior Program, etc. 
o PSA’s for foster care – money available? 

 Robin Roberts – Behavioral Health (General, Alcohol & Drug Programs, Mental Health 
Services Act Funds) 

 Leslie Chapman – Finance (Copier Pool, Finance Operating, General Revenues, Other 
Misc.) 

o Discussion about Megabyte System; when do we discuss possible changes to 
vendor? 

o Clinic discussion. 

 Jim Leddy – CAO (General, Insurance) 

http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4064&MeetingID=316
http://monocounty.ca.gov/auditor/page/auditor-controller-budgets
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o Board acknowledged excitement about hiring Jim and how much energy he 
has.   

BOARD COMMENTS: 

 Need to get more information out to the public about what the county departments do.  
There is such a myriad of talent. 

 
POLICY ITEM DISCUSSION 
Jim Leddy: 

 Suggested funding only a 1/3 of requested policy items. 
Leslie Chapman: 

 Leslie distributed copies of a budget chart showing total funds available and budget 
requests. Board reviewed and discussed each line item. 

 She believes the request to divert Prop. 172 funding will take a resolution, will need to 
be dealt with later. Will be brought back on September 3

rd
.  

Supervisor Hunt: 

 Wishes to divert Prop 172 funding into Paramedics and then replace funding from 
Sheriff, DA and Probation as needed. 

 Prop 172 is for public safety, which paramedics are.  Should be shared. In terms of 
medic’s budget and its deficit, this will drive it down and create a more realistic picture. 

 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

 General Fund Contingency: allocate $305,000 

 General Fund Reserve:  allocate $50,000 

 CIP Fund – CARB Compliance Set-aside:  (Board discussion; not unanimous  Vote:  4 
yes; 1 no:  Johnston) allocate $1,000,000 

 Air Service Subsidy:  (Board discussion, not unanimous. Vote 3 yes; 2 no: Fesko and 
Stump) allocate $50,000 

 Trail Maintenance Program: (Board discussion; vote: 4 yes; 1 no  Stump) allocate 
$8,840 

 Property Tax Admin Fee Refund (6 smallest fire districts):  allocate $25,000 

 Contributions to non-profit organizations:  (Board discussion, not unanimous Vote 3 yes; 
2 no:  Johnston and Hunt) allocate $60,000 

 CIP Fund – Park Improvement Set-aside:  allocate $5,000 

 June Lake Community Programs:  allocate $0 
 
BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 

 Behavioral Health:  allocate $7,149 
 
ASSESSOR 

 New FTS Position:  allocate $0 
 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT/PLANNING 

 Permit Tech Position:  allocate $0 
 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

 CalMMET Investigator/950 hrs. per year: (Board discussion with Sheriff and D.A. – will 
take money out of contingency)  allocate $45,000 

 Half-Time FTS position:  allocate $0 

 Additional Office Space:  allocate $0 
 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

 Economic Development Assistant:  (Board discussion; not unanimous. Vote:  allocate 
$41,900 (1/2 time)  

 Fish Enhancement Program – Fund 102:  allocate $45,850 
 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT – TOURISM 
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 InterAgency Visitor Center additional contribution:  allocate $5,000 

 California State Fair Exhibit:  allocate $5,000 

 Film Commission Marketing Support:  allocate $10,000 

 Local Program Funding:  allocate $20,000 

 Conway Ranch Easement:  allocate $113,300 
 
ELECTIONS 

 Prepare for new Election machine purchase in 2015-2016:  allocate $0 
 
EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES (PARAMEDICS) 

 Replace Cardiac Monitors:  allocate $30,000 
 
FINANCE/HUMAN RESOURCES 

 Electronic Timekeeping System:  allocate $0 

 Upgrade/Replace Property Tax Server:  allocate $10,000 
 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 

 Promote IT Tech to IT Specialist:  allocate $0 

 Digital 395 Implementation Equipment:  allocate $26,249 

 Master Service Agreement with Calif. Broadband Cooperative:  allocate $0 
 
PUBLIC WORKS 

 Cemetery – Fund 610:  allocate $10,000 

 Road Fund – Fund 700 – General:  allocate $550,000 
 
SHERIFF 

 50 New Mattress/Pillow Combinations:  allocate $12,500 
 
SOCIAL SERVICES 

 Department of Social Services – Fund 103:  allocate $355,000 

 Department of Social Services – Fund 103 – Senior Program:  allocate $159,000 

 Department of Social Services – Fund 103 – General Relief:  allocate $23,000 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1:00 PM 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ADJOURN TO 1:00 PM THURSDAY, AUGUST 15, 2013, IF NECESSARY. 
 

ADJOURNED REGULAR MEETING 
AUGUST 15, 2013, 1:00 PM 

Board Chambers, 2nd Fl., County Courthouse, 278 Main St.,  
Bridgeport, CA 93517 

 

THIS MEETING ENDED WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 14, 2013 AT 
6:42 P.M.  THERE WAS NO NEED FOR A CONTINUATION TO 
THURSDAY, AUGUST 15, 2013. 
 
Call Meeting to Order 
 
OPPORTUNITY FOR THE PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE BOARD 
 
FINANCE 
 
Additional Departments: County Administrator's Office 
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12e) 
 

Continuation of Budget Workshop (Leslie Chapman, Jim Leddy, Department 
Heads and fiscal staff) - Presentation by Leslie Chapman, Jim Leddy, 
Department Heads and fiscal staff regarding the continuation of August 13 
budget workshop with the Board to provide information, consider budget options 
and get Board direction in anticipation of finalizing the 2013-2014 County 
Budget. Budget workshop documents can be accessed online: 
http://monocounty.ca.gov/auditor/page/auditor-controller-budgets 
 
Action:  None. 
 
ADJOURN 6:42 P.M. ON 8/14/13 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
__________________________ 
BYNG HUNT 
CHAIR 
 
 
 
__________________________ 
SHANNON KENDALL 
SR. DEPUTY CLERK OF THE BOARD 

 
 

  §§§§§ 

 
 
 

http://agenda.mono.ca.gov/ItemDetails/monoapprovalsheet.aspx?ItemID=4064&MeetingID=316
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OFFICE OF THE CLERK 
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  

REGULAR AGENDA REQUEST 
 Print 

 MEETING DATE September 10, 2013 DEPARTMENT Public Works - Road Division

ADDITIONAL 
DEPARTMENTS

TIME REQUIRED PERSONS 
APPEARING 
BEFORE THE 
BOARD 

SUBJECT Speed Limit Ordinance - Second 
Reading

AGENDA DESCRIPTION:
(A brief general description of what the Board will hear, discuss, consider, or act upon) 

Second reading of the proposed Speed Limit Ordinance. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Adopt proposed Ordinance No.13-___, "An Ordinance of the Mono County Board of Supervisors Amending Sections 
11.12.030 and 11.12.040, and Adding Section 11.12.070 to, the Mono County Code Pertaining to Speed Limits." 

FISCAL IMPACT:
$1,000 or less to the Road Fund which is already included in the 2013-14 budget.

CONTACT NAME: Jeff Walters

PHONE/EMAIL: 760.932.5459 / jwalters@mono.ca.gov

SUBMIT THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT WITH  
ATTACHMENTS TO THE OFFICE OF  

THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR  
PRIOR TO 5:00 P.M. ON THE FRIDAY  

32 DAYS PRECEDING THE BOARD MEETING 

SEND COPIES TO:   

MINUTE ORDER REQUESTED:

 YES  NO gfedcb gfedc

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

 Speed Limit Ordinance - Second Reading - BOS Staff Report 09.10.13 

 speed ord (revised) 

 History

 



 Time Who Approval

 9/4/2013 6:23 PM County Administrative Office Yes

 9/4/2013 6:07 PM County Counsel Yes

 8/27/2013 1:28 PM Finance Yes

 



 

MONO COUNTY 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 
POST OFFICE BOX 457 • 74 NORTH SCHOOL STREET • BRIDGEPORT, CALIFORNIA  93517 

760.932.5440 • Fax 760.932.5441 • monopw@mono.ca.gov • www.monocounty.ca.gov 

 
 

  

 

Road Operations • Parks • Community Centers • Land Development • Solid Waste 
Fleet Maintenance • Building Maintenance • Campgrounds • Airports • Cemeteries 

Date: September 10, 2013 

To: Honorable Chair and Members of the Board of Supervisors 

From: Jeff Walters, Acting Public Works Director 

Re: County Code Amendment regarding Chapter 11.12, Speed limits – Second Reading 
 
Recommended Action: 

Adopt proposed Ordinance No. 13-___, “An Ordinance of the Mono County Board of 
Supervisors Amending Sections 11.12.030 and 11.12.040, and Adding Section 11.12.070 to, 
the Mono County Code Pertaining to Speed Limits.”  Provide any desired direction to staff.  
 
Fiscal Impact: 

The County Code changes proposed above should have minimal fiscal impact of $1,000 or 
less.  These costs are included in the proposed 2013-14 Road budget.  
 
Discussion: 

This agenda item is the second reading of the proposed amendment to Chapter 11.12, 
Speed Limits.  If approved, the Ordinance will be adopted.  
 
Three Mono County roads, Lee Vining Avenue, Mattly Avenue and Chalfant Avenue, were 
included in a recent Engineering and Traffic survey conducted by Omni-Means Engineering.  
The results of the speed survey recommended that these roads have new or revised speed 
limits. 
 
The proposed Speed Limit Ordinance attached as Exhibit 1.   
 
Please contact me at 760.932.5459 or by email at jwalters@mono.ca.gov if you have any 
questions regarding this issue. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 

 
Jeff Walters 
Acting Public Works Director 
 
Attachments:  Exhibit 1 – Ordinance 
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ORDINANCE NO. ORD 13-___ 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE MONO COUNTY BOARD OF  
SUPERVISORS AMENDING SECTIONS  

11.12.030 AND 11.12.040 OF, AND ADDING SECTION 11.12.070  
TO, THE MONO COUNTY 

 CODE PERTAINING TO SPEED LIMITS 
 
 

WHEREAS, Chapter 11.12 establishes the County’s speed limits; and 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the authority of the California Vehicle Code Section 
22358, the Board of Supervisors hereby determines, on the basis of an Engineering 
and Traffic Survey completed in compliance with the requirements set forth in the 
California Vehicle Code Section 627, which is incorporated herein by this reference, 
that certain new speed limits should be established, as set forth in this Ordinance; 
and  

 
WHEREAS, the Board hereby determines and reaffirms that the existing 

speed limits set forth in Chapter 11.12, as well as the new speed limits hereby 
established, are reasonable and safe and are most appropriate to facilitate the safe 
and orderly movement of traffic on the portions of the County highways;  
  

NOW, THEREFORE, THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY 
OF MONO ORDAINS as follows: 
 

SECTION ONE:  Subdivision “D” is hereby added to Section 11.12.030 
(Twenty-five miles per hour) of the Mono County Code and will read as follows: 

 
“D. Lee Vining: 

1. Mattly Avenue from 500’ North of Lee Vining High School to       
Visitor Center Drive.” 

 
 SECTION TWO Section 11.12.040 (Thirty miles per hour) of the Mono 
County Code is amended to read as follows: 
 
 “A. Crowley Lake:  South Landing Drive, General Store/Lakeview 

Subdivision Area, from Crowley Lake Drive Intersection to 0.6 miles 
north of the Crowley Lake Drive Intersection. 

 
   B.       Chalfant: 

1.  The North-South section of Chalfant Avenue to Lisa Lane.” 
 
 SECTION THREE:  Section 11.12.070 is hereby added to the Mono County 
Code to read as follows: 
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  “11.12.070 Fifteen miles per hour. 
 

  There is hereby determined and declared a speed limit of fifteen miles per 
hour in the following communities on the following named roads: 

 
A. Lee Vining:  

1. Lee Vining Avenue, for its entire length. 
2. Mattly Avenue, from the intersection of US Highway 395 to 500’ 

North of Lee Vining High School. ” 
 
 SECTION FOUR: This ordinance shall become effective 30 days from the 
date of its adoption and final passage.  The Clerk of the Board of Supervisors shall 
post this ordinance and also publish the ordinance or a summary thereof in the 
manner prescribed by Government Code section 25124 no later than 15 days after 
the date of this ordinance’s adoption and final passage.  If the Clerk fails to so 
publish this ordinance or a summary thereof within said 15 day-period, then the 
ordinance shall not take effect until 30 days after the date of publication. 
 

PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED this  th day of September, 2013, by 
the following vote, to wit: 
 

 

 
AYES: 
NOES: 

            ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

 
 

_________________________ 

BYNG HUNT, Chair 
Mono County Board of Supervisors 

 
 
 
ATTEST:                APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
_____________________________   ____________________________ 

Clerk of the Board    County Counsel 

 



 
 
OFFICE OF THE CLERK 
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  

REGULAR AGENDA REQUEST 
 Print 

 MEETING DATE September 10, 2013 DEPARTMENT Social Services

ADDITIONAL 
DEPARTMENTS

TIME REQUIRED PERSONS 
APPEARING 
BEFORE THE 
BOARD 

SUBJECT Amendment to Contract with County 
of Inyo Pertaining to Eastern Sierra 
Area Agency on Aging for a 
Reduction in Funds

AGENDA DESCRIPTION:
(A brief general description of what the Board will hear, discuss, consider, or act upon) 

Proposed contract amendment with the County of Inyo Eastern Sierra Area Agency on Aging pertaining to a reduction in 
funding for FY 2012-13 and FY 2013-14.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Approve County entry into proposed contract amendment and authorize the Mono County CAO to execute said amendment 
on behalf of the County. Provide any desired direction to staff.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Proposed contract amendment will decrease Mono County Senior Services revenue by $525 for FY 2012-13, and by $2,782 
for FY 2013-14.  

CONTACT NAME: Kathy Peterson

PHONE/EMAIL: 760/924-1763 / kpeterson@mono.ca.gov

SUBMIT THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT WITH  
ATTACHMENTS TO THE OFFICE OF  

THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR  
PRIOR TO 5:00 P.M. ON THE FRIDAY  

32 DAYS PRECEDING THE BOARD MEETING 

SEND COPIES TO:   
Kathy Peterson, Social Services

MINUTE ORDER REQUESTED:

 YES  NO gfedcb gfedc

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

 Staff 

 



 Amendment #2 ESAAA Contract 

 Agreement 3 month A 

 Agreement 3 month B 

 Agreement 3 month D 

 Agreement 3 month E 

 Agreement 9 month A 

 Agreement 9 month B 

 Agreement 9 month D 

 Agreement 9 month E 

 History

 Time Who Approval

 8/7/2013 1:47 PM County Administrative Office Yes

 8/7/2013 3:00 PM County Counsel Yes

 8/7/2013 2:58 PM Finance Yes

 























































































































































































































































































































 
 
OFFICE OF THE CLERK 
OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS  

REGULAR AGENDA REQUEST 
 Print 

 MEETING DATE September 10, 2013 DEPARTMENT Clerk of the Board

ADDITIONAL 
DEPARTMENTS

TIME REQUIRED PERSONS 
APPEARING 
BEFORE THE 
BOARD 

SUBJECT Reappointment to the First 5 Children 
and Families Commission

AGENDA DESCRIPTION:
(A brief general description of what the Board will hear, discuss, consider, or act upon) 

Reappointment of Stacey Adler, PhD to the First 5 Mono County Children and Families Commission. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Reappoint Stacey Adler, PhD, Mono County Superintendent of Schools, to serve a subsequent three year term on the First 5 
Commission expiring July 31, 2016.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

CONTACT NAME: Shannon Kendall

PHONE/EMAIL: x5533 / skendall@mono.ca.gov

SUBMIT THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT WITH  
ATTACHMENTS TO THE OFFICE OF  

THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR  
PRIOR TO 5:00 P.M. ON THE FRIDAY  

32 DAYS PRECEDING THE BOARD MEETING 

SEND COPIES TO:   

MINUTE ORDER REQUESTED:

 YES  NO gfedc gfedcb

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

 First 5 Cover 

 History

 Time Who Approval

 



 9/4/2013 6:23 PM County Administrative Office Yes

 9/4/2013 6:09 PM County Counsel Yes

 8/28/2013 10:08 AM Finance Yes

 



 

Providing leadership in sustaining a network of support for all children, ages 0 through 5 years, and their families. Partnering with the 
community to improve outcomes in children’s health, safety and learning. 

P.O. Box 130   w   Mammoth Lakes, CA  93546 
760-924-7626   w   760-934-8443 (fax)   w   mdesbaillets@monocoe.org   monokids.org  

 

 

 

 
 

 

TO:  Bill Michael, Mono County Libraries 

FROM:  Molly DesBaillets, School Readiness Coordinator II 

DATE:  August 28, 2013 

RE:  Agreement Extension for School Readiness Services – Raising a Reader 

StacStacStacStaceeeey Adlery Adlery Adlery Adler, PhD, PhD, PhD, PhD    
Commission Chair 
Mono County Superintendent of 
Schools 
 
Jeanne SassinJeanne SassinJeanne SassinJeanne Sassin    
Teacher 
Lee Vining Elementary School 
 
    
Karin HumistonKarin HumistonKarin HumistonKarin Humiston    
Chief Probation Officer 
    
Kim EscuderoKim EscuderoKim EscuderoKim Escudero, MD, MD, MD, MD    
Pediatrician 
Mammoth Lakes Hospital  
    
Byng HuntByng HuntByng HuntByng Hunt    
Mono County Board of 
Supervisors 
    
Rick Johnson, MDRick Johnson, MDRick Johnson, MDRick Johnson, MD    
Mono County Health Officer 
    
Barbara Miller Barbara Miller Barbara Miller Barbara Miller     
Program Director  
Mammoth Unified School 
District 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Molly DesBaillets, MA 

Executive Director 

 
 

 

August 27, 2013 
 
Ms. Lynda Roberts 
Mono County Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
P.O. Box 715 
Bridgeport, California      93517 
 
RE: BOS Re-Appointment of Stacey Adler, PhD to the First 5 Mono County 
Children and Families Commission 
 
 
 
Dear Ms. Roberts, 
 
The First 5 Mono County Executive Director respectfully requests that the Board of 
Supervisors re-appoint Stacey Adler, PhD, Mono County Superintendant of Schools, to 
serve a subsequent three year term on the First 5 Commission expiring July 31, 2016. 
 
In accordance with Mono County Code, one member shall be the county superintendant 
of schools, as an educator specializing in early childhood development. Dr. Adler wishes 
to continue to serve under the above membership category. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of this request. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
Molly DesBaillets 
Executive Director 
First 5 Mono County 
 
cc:  Stacey Adler, First 5 Mono County Chair 
 Stacey Simon, Mono County Council 
 
 

mailto:mdesbaillets@monocoe.org
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 Print 

 MEETING DATE September 10, 2013 DEPARTMENT Finance 

ADDITIONAL 
DEPARTMENTS

Bridgeport Fire Dept.

TIME REQUIRED PERSONS 
APPEARING 
BEFORE THE 
BOARD 

Leslie Chapman

SUBJECT Bridgeport Fire Department Financial 
Audit

AGENDA DESCRIPTION:
(A brief general description of what the Board will hear, discuss, consider, or act upon) 

Bridgeport Fire Department requests a waiver of the annual audit requirement to be replaced by a biennial audit in accordance 
with Government Code Section 26909. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Waive the annual audit requirement and replace it with a biennial audit by unanimous vote of the Board.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None to the County, cost of the audit is paid by Bridgeport Fire Department.

CONTACT NAME: Leslie Chapman

PHONE/EMAIL: 760-932-5494 / lchapman@mono.ca.gov

SUBMIT THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT WITH  
ATTACHMENTS TO THE OFFICE OF  

THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR  
PRIOR TO 5:00 P.M. ON THE FRIDAY  

32 DAYS PRECEDING THE BOARD MEETING 

SEND COPIES TO:   
Michael Booher, Fire Chief 
Bridgeport Fire Department 
PO Box 375 
Bridgeport, CA  93517

MINUTE ORDER REQUESTED:

 YES  NO gfedc gfedcb

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

 Fire Department Letter 

 History

 Time Who Approval

 



 9/4/2013 6:24 PM County Administrative Office Yes

 9/4/2013 6:14 PM County Counsel Yes

 8/28/2013 6:07 PM Finance Yes
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 MEETING DATE September 10, 2013 DEPARTMENT Community Development - Planning 
Division

ADDITIONAL 
DEPARTMENTS

TIME REQUIRED 40 minutes (20 minute presentation, 
20 minute discussion)

PERSONS 
APPEARING 
BEFORE THE 
BOARD 

Wendy Sugimura, Dr. James Paulus, 
Consulting Biologist

SUBJECT Workshop on the Cumulative Impacts 
of Proposed Endangered Species

AGENDA DESCRIPTION:
(A brief general description of what the Board will hear, discuss, consider, or act upon) 

Workshop regarding proposals to list and designate critical habitat for the Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog and Yosemite 
toad, and upcoming decision regarding listing of the Bi-State sage grouse 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
1.  Provide feedback and direction for developing comments on the proposed listing and critical habitat designation for the 
Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog and Yosemite toad. 2. Provide any desired direction to staff regarding Bi-State Sage Grouse 
potential listing.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None at this time.

CONTACT NAME: Wendy Sugimura

PHONE/EMAIL: 760.924.1814 / wsugimura@mono.ca.gov

SUBMIT THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT WITH  
ATTACHMENTS TO THE OFFICE OF  

THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR  
PRIOR TO 5:00 P.M. ON THE FRIDAY  

32 DAYS PRECEDING THE BOARD MEETING 

SEND COPIES TO:   

MINUTE ORDER REQUESTED:

 YES  NO gfedc gfedcb

ATTACHMENTS:

Click to download

 Staff Report 

 



 Attachment 1 - Q&A 

 Attachment 2 - BOS Letter 

 Attachment 3 

 Attachment 4 

 Attachment 5 

 History

 Time Who Approval

 9/4/2013 6:29 PM County Administrative Office Yes

 9/4/2013 3:29 PM County Counsel Yes

 9/4/2013 4:44 PM Finance Yes

 



Mono County 

Community Development Department 
            P.O. Box 347 
 Mammoth Lakes, CA  93546 

(760) 924-1800, fax 924-1801 

    commdev@mono.ca.gov 

    Planning D ivision   

 

                                 P.O. Box 8 
                Bridgeport, CA  93517 

             (760) 932-5420, fax 932-5431 

           www.monocounty.ca.gov 

 

Planning / Building / Code Compliance / Environmental / Collaborative Planning Team (CPT) 
Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) / Local Transportation Commission (LTC) / Regional Planning Advisory Committees (RPACs) 

September 10, 2013 
 
To: Mono County Board of Supervisors 
 
From: Wendy Sugimura, Associate Analyst  

Courtney Weiche, Associate Planner 
 
Re: Workshop on Proposed Endangered Species 
 
Action Requested 
1. Provide feedback and direction for developing comments on the proposed listing and critical 

habitat designation for the Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog and Yosemite toad.  
2. Provide any desired direction regarding Bi-State Sage Grouse listing.  
 
Background 
Proposed endangered species listings currently under consideration by the US Fish and Wildlife 
Service (Service) could have significant impacts on Mono County. Proposals for the Sierra 
Nevada yellow-legged frog and Yosemite toad listing and critical habitat designations, which 
cover higher elevation habitats in and near water bodies and upland meadows, are currently 
open for comment with a decision expected in February 2014.1 A decision on whether to 
propose listing the Bi-State Sage Grouse, which occurs in high desert and lower elevation 
mountain habitats throughout Mono County, is expected in September/October 2013. 

The Service has issued proposals for listing and designating critical habitat Sierra Nevada 
yellow-legged frog and Yosemite toad. These species are clearly in rapid decline across their 
entire range, which includes Mono County. A 60-day comment period was provided in late 
spring, and based on input the Service has reopened the comment period until November 18, 
2013. The purpose of this workshop is to update the Board on those proposals by staff and Dr. 
James Paulus, Consulting Biologist, and receive direction for development of comments. 

A second workshop purpose is to provide the Board with an update on the Bi-State Sage 
Grouse listing process, related general plan update efforts by consulting biologist Dr. James 
Paulus, and ongoing conservation activities.  
 
Sierra Nevada Yellow-Legged Frog and Yosemite Toad 
The purpose of the comment period is to collect information and comments on two proposed 
rules: 1) to add the amphibians to the Endangered Species List, and 2) to designate critical 
habitat for the species. The attached “Questions and Answers” from the Service (Attachment 
#1) generally describes the life history traits of the amphibians, the information sought, general 
threats, and critical habitat characteristics and acreage. In addition, an economic impact 
analysis will be developed and released this fall along with another comment period. The 
Service anticipates holding two public meetings, at locations to be determined, and a public 
hearing, likely in Sacramento. The decision is expected in February 2014, and the timeline 
appears to be driven by a court decision. 

                                                 
1
 The proposals are available at  http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/outreach/2013/08-05/docs/3SA-

pCH%20rule-2013.pdf and http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/outreach/2013/08-05/docs/3SA-pL%20rule-
2013-09600.pdf. 

http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/outreach/2013/08-05/docs/3SA-pCH%20rule-2013.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/outreach/2013/08-05/docs/3SA-pCH%20rule-2013.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/outreach/2013/08-05/docs/3SA-pL%20rule-2013-09600.pdf
http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/outreach/2013/08-05/docs/3SA-pL%20rule-2013-09600.pdf
http://www.monocounty.ca.gov/


To be effective, comments on proposals made under the Endangered Species Act must be 
based on the best available science. To that end, the County has engaged Dr. Jim Paulus as a 
consulting biologist to help analyze and respond to the proposals.  

Threats Identified by the Service: 
The Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog is proposed to be listed as endangered, and the 
Yosemite toad as threatened. The following lists summarize the threat analyses and use 
terminology from the USFWS proposals, and threats in bold have the most potential to impact 
the county: 
 

Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog 
Highly significant and prevalent: Habitat degradation and fragmentation due to non- 

  native trout predation  
     Disease – chytrid fungus 
     Small and isolated populations size 
     Climate change (future risk) 
     Cumulative impacts of threats 

Moderate and prevalent:  Dams and water diversions 

Minor and prevalent:   Roads and timber harvest 

Low /not significant:   Recreation 
     Livestock use (grazing) 
     Packstock use (except on a limited, site-specific basis) 
     Fire and fire management activities 
     Overutilization for recreation, commercial, etc. purposes 
     Contaminants 
     Ultraviolet radiation  
     Direct and Indirect mortality 

Other:     Existing Federal and State laws and regulatory 
  mechanisms currently offer some level of protection. 

 

Yosemite Toad 
High magnitude: Climate change (e.g. meadow habitat loss and fragmentation) 
   Small population size 
   Cumulative impacts of threats 

Moderate magnitude: Livestock grazing (e.g. meadow habitat loss and fragmentation) 
   Fire management regime (e.g. meadow habitat loss and fragmentation) 
   Disease – chytrid fungus and other diseases 

Low magnitude: Roads and timber harvest 
   Dams and water diversion 
   Recreational land uses 
   Overutilization for recreation, commercial, etc. purposes 
   Inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms 
   Contaminants 
   Ultraviolet Radiation 
   Direct and indirect mortality 

Uncertain (and therefore not considered a listing factor): Predation 
Packstock use appears to not have been analyzed. 
 
Proposed Critical Habitat Designation 
The USFWS is required to designate critical habitat, defined as: 1) The specific areas within the 
geographical area occupied by the species at the time it is in accordance with the Act, on which 
are found those physical or biological features a) essential to the conservation of the species 
and b) which may require special management considerations or protection; and 2) Specific 



areas outside the geographical area occupied by a species at the time it is listed, upon a 
determination that such areas are essential for the conservation of the species. 

Maps of the proposed critical habitat designations within Mono County will be provided at the 
meeting. Based on the areas included in the proposed designation, the current activities of 
highest concern are grazing around Sonora Pass and intensive fishing/recreation use in and 
around Rock Creek, Convict Lake, the Lakes Basin, the June Lake Loop, Tioga Pass, 
Saddlebag and Virginia Lakes, and Sonora Pass.   

The Service is seeking information on whether any specific areas proposed for critical habitat 
designation should be proposed for exclusion (see Attachment #1). Under the Endangered 
Species Act, critical habitat shall be revised based on the best scientific data after taking into 
consideration the economic impact, national security impact, and any other relevant impact. An 
area may be excluded from the designation if it is determined “...that the benefits of such 
exclusion outweigh the benefits of specifying such area as part of the critical habitat...” unless 
the exclusion will result in the extinction of the species. 
 
Recommended Strategies for Commenting 
Preliminary research indicates the population decline for the frog and toad are well established 
and opposing the listing will likely be ineffective. The recommendation is to focus on “best 
available science” and economic impact arguments for modifying the critical habitat designation 
in Mono County, as follows: 

1. Exclude areas currently outside the designated wilderness boundary: The California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) Bishop office has a sophisticated management 
program to locate existing frog populations, monitor population levels and health, and 
determine suitability of reclaiming habitat and re-establishing populations. All CDFW known 
frog populations, habitats free from fish and the lethal chytrid fungus, and areas that meet 
CDFW ecological criteria for frog habitat reclamations and reintroductions are in existing 
wilderness areas. Recolonization of front country areas can be considered highly unlikely if 
not impossible. In addition, the US Forest Service (USFS) has several peer-reviewed 
scientific studies indicating that current grazing consistent with USFS standards does not 
appear to pose a threat to the toad. If non-wilderness areas are included in the designation 
as proposed, significant economic impacts will result with no benefit to the two amphibians.  

2. Exclude heavily used fisheries, recreation corridors, and USFS grazing allotments within 
wilderness: Based on conversations with the CDFW, these corridors and water bodies do 
not meet the ecological criteria for viable population reclamation sites for the frog and would 
be very difficult to recolonize. In addition, grazing on USFS allotments does not appear to be 
a threat to the toad. If these wilderness areas are included in the designation, significant 
economic impacts will result with no benefit to the two amphibians.  

3. Manage the substantial remaining wilderness in the critical habitat designation to be 
consistent with CDFW’s management plans for the yellow-legged frog: The CDFW’s plans 
include management in a manner that maintains or restores native biodiversity and habitat 
quality, supports viable populations of native species, and provides for recreational 
opportunities that consider historical use patterns. Under this approach, some lakes are 
managed primarily for the yellow-legged frog and other amphibian resources, with few or no 
angling opportunities, while lakes with high demand for recreational angling are managed 
primarily for angling purposes. Chytrid-infected waters may be managed for angling, or at 
least not restored for frogs. Not all lakes can be restored, and therefore managing all lakes 
for frog habitat will provide little to no benefit to species while continuing to result in 
economic impacts. 

 
Other Information: 
The Board of Supervisors sent a letter to the USFWS requesting a public presentation 
(Attachment #2), and the CAO recently received a tentative proposal for a joint meeting with 
other agencies and jurisdictions. Staff also requested direct input into the economic impact 



analysis, and no confirmation has been received on whether direct participation by the County 
will be accommodated.  
 
Bi-State Sage Grouse 
Staff and consultant will provide a verbal update on Bi-State Sage Grouse status, including 
general plan research, availability of Humboldt-Toiyabe Forest Plan Amendment, and 
consideration of letter sent to U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Attachment #3). The Forest Plan 
Amendment proposes specific sage grouse management practices, is currently open for 
comment, and can be found at http://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/htnf/news-
events/?cid=STELPRDB5402130.  
 
This staff report has been reviewed by the community development director. Please contact 
Wendy Sugimura at 760.924.1814 or wsugimura@mono.ca.gov with any questions. 
 
Attachments:  

1. US Fish and Wildlife Service Questions and Answers  
2. August 13, 2013 Board of Supervisors’ Letter to the Service  
3. August 23, 2013 Community Development Department Letter to the Service 
4. ESA Listing Considerations 
5. HTNF Plan Amendment Notice 

http://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/htnf/news-events/?cid=STELPRDB5402130
http://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/htnf/news-events/?cid=STELPRDB5402130
mailto:wsugimura@mono.ca.gov
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Species  

 Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog (Rana sierrae) 
 Northern Distinct Population Segment (DPS) of the mountain yellow-legged frog 

(Rana muscosa) 
 Yosemite toad (Anaxyrus canorus) 

 

Descriptions 

Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog (Rana sierrae) and 

the Northern DPS of the mountain yellow-legged 

frog (Rana muscosa) 

The size of these frogs ranges from 40 to 80 
millimeters (mm) (1.5 to 3.25 inches (in)).  Females 
average slightly larger than males, and males have a 
swollen, darkened thumb base.   Adult coloration is 
variable, exhibiting a mix of brown and yellow, but 
also can be grey, red, or green-brown, and is usually 
patterned with dark spots.  Irregular lichen- or 
moss-like patches (to which the name muscosa 
refers) may also be present.  
 

The belly and undersurfaces of the hind limbs are yellow or orange, and this pigmentation may 

extend forward from the abdomen to the forelimbs. The frogs may produce a distinctive mink or 

garlic-like odor when disturbed.  Although these species lack vocal sacs, they can vocalize in or out 

of water, producing what has been described as a flat clicking sound. 

 

These frogs deposit their eggs in globular clumps, which are often somewhat flattened and roughly 

2.5 to 5 centimeters (cm) (1 to 2 in) in diameter. The tadpoles generally are mottled brown with a 

faintly yellow underside.  Total tadpole length reaches 72 mm (2.8 in), the body is flattened, and the 

tail musculature tapers into a rounded tip. 

 

The Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog and the northern DPS of the mountain yellow-legged frog are 

similar morphologically and behaviorally. However, these two species can be distinguished from 

each other physically by the ratio of the lower-leg length to snout vent-length.  The northern DPS of 

the mountain yellow-legged frog has longer limbs.   Typically, this ratio is greater than or equal to 

0.55 in the northern DPS of the mountain yellow-legged frog and less than 0.55 in the Sierra Nevada 

yellow-legged frog. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Reopening of the Public Comment Period for 120 Days for 

the Proposals to List and Designate Critical Habitat for  

Three Sierra Amphibians 

Questions and Answers 
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Yosemite toad 

 

Yosemite toad (Anaxyrus canorus) 

The Yosemite toad is moderately sized, usually 30 to 

71 mm (1.2–2.8 in) in length, with rounded to 

slightly oval glands, one on each side of the head, 

which produce toxins used to deter some predators.   

A thin mid-dorsal stripe (on the middle of the back) 

is present in juveniles of both sexes.  The stripe 

disappears or is reduced with age; this process takes 

place more quickly in males. The iris of the eye is 

dark brown with gold reflective cells. 

 

Male Yosemite toads are smaller than female Yosemite toads.  Differences in coloration between 

males and females are more pronounced in the Yosemite toad than in any other North American 

frog or toad. Females have black spots or blotches edged with white or cream set against a grey, tan, 

or brown background color.  Males have a nearly uniform coloration of yellow-green to olive drab 

to darker greenish brown.   

 

Yosemite toads are found in wet meadow habitats and lake shores surrounded by lodgepole or 

whitebark pine.  They are most often found in areas with thick meadow vegetation or patches of 

low willows.  

 

Questions and Answers 

Q. Why is the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) reopening the public comment 

period for 120 days? 

A. On April 25, 2013, the Service published the two proposals and opened a 60 day public comment 

period that ended on June 24, 2013.  During and after the initial comment period, the Service 

received significant interest in extending the comment period. 

 

The public comment period is designed so that the Service can listen to and take in to consideration 

citizen’s concerns and any information the public may submit regarding these species and their 

habitat. This process is important so that any final decision made by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service reflects all of the best science and information available.  We are reopening the public 

comment period for 120 days to ensure the public has adequate opportunity to submit comments 

 

Q.  What is the purpose of the public comment period? 

A.  The purpose of the public comment period is intended to collect information and comments 

from the public and local, state, federal, and tribal agencies for each of the following two proposed 

rules:  

1) The proposed rule to add three amphibian species to the Endangered Species List and 

2) The proposed rule to designate critical habitat as follows: 

 Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog,  Endangered, 1,105,400 acres 

 Northern DPS of the mountain yellow-legged frog, Endangered, 221,498 acres 
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 Yosemite toad, Threatened, 750,926 acres 

With overlapping areas, the total proposed critical habitat for the three amphibians is  

1,831,820 acres. 

Q. Is the Service planning on holding public meetings for these proposals? 

A. Yes, the Service has received requests to hold public meetings on these proposals. The Service is 

planning to hold two public meetings and one public hearing, likely in the fall 2013.  The dates and 

times of these meetings and hearing will be announced when the draft economic analysis for the 

proposed critical habitat rule is made available to the public and will be scheduled within the 

subsequent open public comment period. 

 

Q.  Specifically, what kind of information is the Service looking for? 

A.  We intend that any final action resulting from this proposed rule will be based on the best 

scientific and commercial data available and be as accurate and as effective as possible.  Therefore, 

we request comments or information from the public, other concerned governmental agencies, 

Native American tribes, the scientific community, industry, or any other interested parties 

concerning this proposed rule.  We particularly seek comments concerning: 

1. Biological, commercial trade, or other relevant data concerning any threats (or lack thereof) 

to these species, and regulations that may be addressing those threats. 

2. Additional information concerning the historical and current status, range, distribution, and 

population size of these species, including the locations of any additional populations of 

these species. 

3. Any information on the biological or ecological requirements of these species, and ongoing 

conservation measures for these species and their habitats. 

4. The factors that are the basis for making a listing determination for a species under section 

4(a) of the Endangered Species Act (ESA), which are: 

 The present or threatened destruction, modification, or curtailment of its habitat or 

range; 

 Overutilization for commercial, recreational, scientific, or educational purposes; 

 Disease or predation; 

 The inadequacy of existing regulatory mechanisms; or 

 Other natural or manmade factors affecting its continued existence. 

5. The reasons why we should or should not designate habitat as critical habitat under section 

4 of the ESA (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), including whether there are threats to these species 

from human activity, the degree of which can be expected to increase due to the 

designation, and whether that increase in threat outweighs the benefit of designation such 

that the designation of critical habitat is not prudent. 

6. Specific information on: 

 The amount and distribution of Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog, the northern DPS of 

the mountain yellow-legged frog, and Yosemite toad, and their habitats; 

 What areas are currently occupied and that contain features essential to the 

conservation of these species should be included in the designation, and why; and 
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 What areas not occupied at the time of listing are essential for the conservation of these 

species, and why. 

7. Land use designations and current or planned activities in the areas occupied by the species 

or proposed to be designated as critical habitat, and possible impacts of these activities on 

these species and their proposed critical habitats. 

8. Information on the projected and reasonably likely impacts of climate change on the Sierra 

Nevada yellow-legged frog, the northern DPS of the mountain yellow-legged frog, and the 

Yosemite toad, and on their proposed critical habitats.   Information on special management 

considerations or protection that may be needed in the proposed critical habitat areas, 

including management for the potential effects of climate change. 

9. Any probable economic, national security or other relevant impacts that may result from 

designating any area as critical habitat that may be included in the final designation.  We are 

particularly interested in any impacts on small entities, and the benefits of including or 

excluding areas from the proposed designation that are subject to these impacts. 

10. Whether any specific areas proposed for critical habitat designation should be considered 

for exclusion under section 4(b)(2) of the ESA, and whether the benefits of potentially 

excluding any specific area outweigh the benefits of including that area under section 

4(b)(2) of the ESA. 

11. Whether our approach to designating critical habitat could be improved or modified in any 

way to provide for greater public participation and understanding, or to assist us in 

accommodating public concerns and comments. 

12. The likelihood of adverse social reactions to the designation of critical habitat and how the 

consequences of such reactions, if likely to occur, would relate to the conservation and 

regulatory benefits of the proposed critical habitat designation. 

 

Q.  What are the threats to the yellow-legged frogs? 

A.  Threats include habitat degradation and fragmentation, predation and disease, and climate 

change.  A range-wide reduction in abundance and geographic extent of surviving populations of 

Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frogs and mountain yellow-legged frogs has resulted from decades of 

fish stocking and the resulting habitat fragmentation, and a recent disease epidemic.  Although 

additional potential threats were examined in the proposed rule, they were generally found to be of 

minor importance.  Recreation use is not considered a significant threat to these two frogs. 

 

Q.  What are the threats to the Yosemite toad? 

A.  Threats to the Yosemite toad include changes to wet meadow habitat associated with past fire 

management, historic timber management activities, livestock grazing, disease, and climate change.  

Although additional potential threats were examined in the proposed rule, they were generally 

found to be of minor importance. Recreation use is not considered a significant threat to the 

Yosemite toad. 
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Q.   Why is the Service proposing to list two different species of yellow-legged Frog in the 

Sierra Nevada?  

A.  In 2003, the Service made a 12-month petition finding that the Northern DPS of the mountain 

yellow-legged frog warranted protection under the ESA and added the species to the candidate list. 

The 12 month finding was amended in 2007 and genetic evidence revealed that the petitioned frog 

was actually two distinct species.  Agreeing that both frog species warranted protection, the Service 

decided to include both the Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog and the Northern DPS of the mountain 

yellow-legged frog to the proposed listing rule.   

 

In Southern California, the Southern DPS of the mountain yellow-legged frog, was listed as 

Endangered 2002. 

 

Q.  Why is the Yosemite toad proposed to be listed as threatened rather than endangered? 

A.  Though the threats to the Yosemite toad are less intense than those occurring for the proposed 

frogs, the Service has concluded that expected future increases in the threats indicate that the toad 

is likely to become endangered throughout all or a significant portion of its range within the 

foreseeable future. 

 

Q.  Why are these species important? 

A.  All species play an important role in our ecosystems.  Frogs and toads feed on insects and are 

themselves food for other important species such as garter snakes, birds, and even bears.   

 

Amphibians, such as these species, play an important role in nutrient recycling.  Because amphibian 

tadpoles live in lakes and streams, but become terrestrial as adults, they are important in 

transferring energy from the aquatic environment to the terrestrial environment where it is 

available to terrestrial species such as land birds and mammals.   

 

For more information about the importance of the mountain yellow legged frog, the Service 

recommends visiting the Yellow-Legged Frog Site at:  http://www.mylfrog.info/  

 

For more information about the consequences of frogs going extinct, please visit the U.S. Geological 

Survey website at:  

http://www.usgs.gov/newsroom/article.asp?ID=3597  

 

Q.   What is critical habitat and how does the Service determine what areas to propose? 

A.   Critical habitat is a term in the ESA of 1973, as amended.  It identifies geographic areas that 

contain features essential for the conservation of a threatened or endangered species and that may 

require special management considerations. The designation of critical habitat does not affect land 

ownership or establish a refuge, wilderness, reserve, preserve or other conservation area. Critical 

habitat designation, proposed or final, does not affect non-federal actions on private lands and does 

not restrict access to public lands. 

 

http://www.mylfrog.info/
http://www.usgs.gov/newsroom/article.asp?ID=3597
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Biologists consider physical or biological habitat features needed for life and successful 

reproduction of the species. These include, but are not limited to: 

 Space for individual and population growth and for normal behavior; 

 Food, water, air, light, minerals, or other nutritional or physiological requirements 

 Cover or shelter; 

 Sites for breeding and rearing offspring; and 

 Habitats that are protected from disturbance or are representative of the historic 

geographical and ecological distributions of a species. 

 

For more information about critical habitat, visit: http://www.fws.gov/endangered/what-we-

do/critical-habitats.html. 

 

Q. On what lands and in what California counties are critical habitat units being proposed 

for the species? 

A. Most of the proposed critical habitat falls on federal lands (U.S. Forest Service and National 

Park lands) and much of that in designated wilderness areas.  There are 17 total counties where 

critical habitat is being proposed with some overlapping. 

 For the Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog: Butte, Plumas, Lassen, Sierra, Nevada, Placer, El 

Dorado, Amador, Alpine, Calaveras, Mariposa, Mono, Madera, Tuolumne, Fresno, and Inyo. 

 For the northern DPS of the mountain yellow-legged frog: Tulare and Fresno. 

 For the Yosemite toad: Alpine, Mariposa, Mono, Tuolumne, Fresno, Inyo, and Madera. 

 

For maps of the proposed areas, visit www.fws.gov/sacramento.  

 

Q.  If adopted, how will this critical habitat designation affect trout stocking, recreation, 

grazing and timber management? 

 A.  A critical habitat designation only has any bearing on activities that are authorized, funded, or 

carried out by a federal agency.  If any of these activities will have federal agency involvement, 

those federal agencies will be required to consult with the Service if the activities may affect the 

designated critical habitat.   

 

The purpose of this consultation is so that the Service can assist the federal agency in ensuring that 

the proposed action will not destroy or adversely modify the species’ critical habitat, i.e. affect it to 

such an extent that it will not be able to provide for the conservation of the species.  In those rare 

cases where it’s determined that a proposed action would be likely to destroy or adversely modify 

critical habitat, the Service will work with the federal agency to modify the project to avoid this 

outcome.   

 

It’s important to note that it is not possible to know beforehand whether any proposed activity 

would cause the destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat; each activity is thoroughly 

evaluated on a case-by-case basis at the time the federal agency consults with the Service. 

 

 

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/what-we-do/critical-habitats.html
http://www.fws.gov/endangered/what-we-do/critical-habitats.html
http://www.fws.gov/sacramento
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Q.  What happens next? 

A.  Before the Service publishes a final rule, we will compile and address the comments received 

during the public comment periods.  The Service will also review and address the expert opinions of 

independent specialists with scientific expertise to ensure our determinations are based on 

scientifically sound data, assumptions, and analyses.  The Service will have an independent 

economic analysis of the proposed critical habitat rule completed.  When the draft economic 

analysis is available, the Service will open another public comment period so the public can provide 

comments on the draft economic analysis and for the comment period for the proposed critical 

habitat rule.   

 

Q.  What’s the deadline and where to I submit my comments? 

A.  Comments must be submitted by November 18, 2013 and may be submitted online at the 

Federal eRulemaking Portal at http://www.regulations.gov.  The Docket Number for the proposed 

listing rule is FWS–R8–ES–2012–0100 and for the proposed critical habitat rule is FWS–R8–ES–

2012–0074. Comments can also be sent by U.S. mail to:  

Public Comments Processing 

FWS–R8–ES–2012–0100 or FWS–R8–ES–2012–0074 

Division of Policy and Directives Management 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

4401 N. Fairfax Drive, MS 2042-PDM 

Arlington, VA 22203 

 

MORE QUESTIONS? 

Please write or call:  

Karen Leyse, Listing Branch Chief 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office 

2800 Cottage Way, W-2605 

Sacramento, California 95825 

Telephone (916) 414–6600 

Facsimile (916) 414–6712.    

If you use a telecommunications 

device for the deaf (TDD), call the 

Federal Information Relay Service 

(FIRS) at (800) 877–8339. 

http://www.regulations.gov/




















jrp 35_5.2  082913 

 

Endangered Species Act Listing Considerations 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is authorized by the federal Endangered Species Act to impose “rules” 

–  listing and critical habitat designations – that will bring about recovery of species in serious decline. 

The ESA requires that Critical Habitat of sufficient quality and quantity be identified when the FWS lists 

any species as Threatened or Endangered, and that it be must encompass habitat “to the maximum 

extent that is prudent and determinable”.  Once the rules are finalized (rules for greater sage grouse, 

Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog, and Yosemite toad are now in the proposal stage), the need for formal 

consultation with FWS as the regulatory agency under ESA is added to every project with a federal nexus 

within designated critical habitat.  For example, County road maintenance projects now relieved from 

Clean Water Act permitting requirements through a Nationwide Permit will, once greater sage grouse 

critical habitat is finalized, be required to prove minimization of impacts to the species, may be required 

to do mitigations as a condition for authorization to proceed issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 

and will need to schedule additional lead time for the regulatory determinations and requirements that 

are not applicable prior to the FWS action. 

Listing and critical habitat proposals set out threats to a species’ continued existence as justification for 

management directions that will be emphasized during formal consultation.  Activities including fish 

stocking, managed and pack outfit grazing, timber fuels management, and water supply development 

are specifically identified in the current FWS proposed rules for Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog and 

Yosemite toad as “potentially incompatible” with recovery.  Once critical habitat for these species is 

finalized, by rule the FWS would seek to ameliorate threats by directing (as stated in the April 25, 2013 

proposal) non-native fish eradication and modification of fish stocking practices, by potentially denying 

continued grazing uses, etc.  Rules under ESA must be based upon the best available science, and must 

consider public comment prior to becoming law, but as shown in the case of the frog and toad, are not 

required to detail how recovery to de-listing will be brought about.  That is left to the Recovery Plan, a 

document that may require a year or more to produce, and which will explain precisely how changes in 

land management through permitting and rule enforcement will relieve the identified threats. 

The Mono County Board of Supervisors can assist FWS in finalizing these rules by commenting while 

they are still in the proposal stage.  Commenters wishing to influence specific decisions (for example, the 

inclusion of popular Mammoth Lakes Basin fisheries in frog critical habitat) should strive to ground all 

arguments in best available science.  Commenters wishing to influence the larger decision of whether a 

species will benefit as a result of listing (for example, whether the local “Bi-State” DPS of greater sage 

grouse warrants listing now) should demonstrate a preponderance of evidence showing that existing 

management programs have robust inter-agency cooperation and proven success, and are sufficient to 

bring about recovery even in the absence of federal listing. 
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To:  Honorable Board of Supervisors 

 

From: Leslie Chapman 

 

Date: September 10, 2013 

 

Re: Cost Plan Workshop 

 

Recommedation:  

 

 Hear presentation by Leslie Chapman regarding A-87 Cost Plan allocation of administrative 

costs. The workshop will include a brief summary of the purpose and methods of allocation followed by 

a discussion of the benefits and shortfalls of the current system. The presentation will conclude with 

recommendations for future allocations and charges. Staff is seeking approval of recommendations or 

direction regarding allocation of administrative costs. 

 

Fiscal Impact: 

 

 There will be no fiscal impacts to the total budget; however, there may be several appropriation 

changes depending on actions chosen by your board. 
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